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THE TWO PICTURES-A DISPUTE. 
R. Catholic.-" Where was your religion before-Luther ?"' 
Protestant--" Where was your face before it was washed ?"- 

OLD SAw. 
ks the delays of the courts of justice have latterly be- 
iome a favourite subject of discussion, we propose to 
ive a short account of one of the most protracted suits that 
iave ever arisen. It is now upwards of 300 years since the 
itigation in question commenced, and, at the present mo- 
nent, it appears as far iom n a decision as on the day when 
he first proceedings were taken. 

In the sixteenth century, there lived, in an ancient manor- 
iouse, two sisters, co-heiresses. 

Amongst other property that had descended to them 
torm a long line of ancestry, were two pictures. One of 
vhich had long hung up in the room appropriated specially 
o the use of one of the sisters, the other in the room si- 
nilarly appropriated to the other. These pictures, which 
vere duplicates, were known to be the likenesses of a dis- 
inguished ancestor who had been remarkable for his emi- 
lent virtues. Tradition had also assigned to him all the 
)crsonal advantages of beauty and strength. Of these, 
iowever, the pictures gave no adequate representation; to 

iuch 
an extent had the dust of ages accumulated on the 

lanvas, that it was almost impossible to discern any trace 
af the original features or appearance. In the same man- 
iion-house there was also a library, which contained 
manv ancient and curious manuscripts, and the younger 

sister being of an inquisitive turn of mind, spent much of 
ier time in deciphering these ancient records. In this pur- 
nit, she at length came upon a very old manuscript, which, 
Lo her great joy, she found had been written in the age when 
ier distinguised ancestor lived, and in it was contained a 
vcry fiull and particular description of his person and ap- 
pearance. The writer dwelt much on his great virtues, 
and on how eminently their existence was indicated by his 
external features, ani lie referred to the pictures of him as 
nost accurate delineations, describing also their original 
brilliancy of colouring and well defined outlines. 

Greatly delighted with this discovery, the younger sister 
at once carried the manuscript to her sister, and proposed 
that steps should be immediately taken to restore these 
pictures to their original state by the removal of the dust, 
which ages of neglect had encrusted upon them. At first 
the elder sister seemed well pleased with the proposal, and 
immediately sent for the old butler to whose care these pic- 
tures had been, for a long time, entrusted. 

Now this old butler was very obstinate, and having no 
great taste for exertion or change, immediately raised many 
objections to the order of his mistress. He said that, for 
his part, he remembered the pictures to have been exactly 
in their present state in the time of the father and grand- 
thther of the present.owners, and as they had been quite 
content with the pictures in their present condition, he did 
not see why the daughters should not be so also. Besides, 
he said, to meddle with them would be dangerous, and in 
the attempt the pictures themselves would probably be 
destroyed. These arguments of the ohi butler prevailed 
with the elder sister, and as her own disposition inclined 
her to agree with the old man, she declined, though often 
pressed, to take any step in the business. The younger 
sister thus disappointed, and believing it useless to reason 
further with her sister or the old butler, at length deter- 
mined to take in hand the cleaning of that picture which, 
hanging in her own apartment, had been particularly ap- 
propriated to her, and proceeding cautiously to work, she 
tried first the effect on one corner of the picture where no- 
thing but the drapery could be injured. 

The experiment was completely successful, and, in her tri- 
umph, she called her sister and the old butler to witness her 
success, but instead of convincing them by the evidence of 
their own senses, her proceedings only roused their indig- 
nation, and, at the suggestion of the old butler, the elder 
sister declared that she would separate for ever from the 
other if she persisted in her attempt. Indeed the old but- 
ler, forgetting altogether his position, threatened to turn 
her out of the house. Notwithstanding these threats, the 
younger sisterproueede with her task, and, after much 
labour and anxiety, succeeded in removing almost all the 
dirt and dust that had hitherto obscured the picture, and 
great indeed was her delight when she found that the pic- 
ture, as restorwed,.crreponded acecurately with the descrip- 

tios contained in the old manuscript. Again were seen, i 
all'their original brilliancy of colouring, the noble features 
of their great ancestor. In them now could be traced the 
high resolve, the.devoted courage, which had won him as 
high a name amongst his contemporaries, and even the 
armour in which he was clothed was found to correspond 
accurately with the description in the manuscript. Now, 
at length, she said, my sister will be convinced of the pro- 
priety of the course I have adopted, and, surely, she will 
now no longer listen to the suggestions of the old man, but 
will restore her own picture also to the same condition that 
I have brought mine to. With these thoughts in her mind, 
she at once sent for her sister, and showed her the picture 
as restored. She pointed to the description in the manu- 
script, as proving conclusively that this was indeed the pic- 
ture as it proceeded out of the artist's hands. She was 
however doomed to great disappointment. The elder sister 
had become, gradually, still more under the influence of 
the old butler, and was now filled with indignation that 
her sister should have dared to proceed without her con- 
sent, and, assisted by the old butler, went to such extremi- 
ties against her, that the latter, to save her life, fled from the 
mansion-house, taking with her the picture she had so 
carefully restored, and which, of course, she hung up in the 
house she now occupies. 

Then commenced the litigation to which we have 
referred. As the two sisters were co-heiresses, and, 
therefore, each entitled in common to the whole property 
of their ancestors, the elder sister instituted proceedings 
against the younger, to compel her to bring back 
the picture, in order that it may be restored to its 
former state of dust and obscurity, and may again be en- 
trusted to the care of the old butler. The following are 
the leading arguments urged on behalf of the elder sister 
by her advocates :-They say, that the picture, which de- 
scended to the two sisters as ce-heiresses, was the picture 
in its condition before the younger sister began her opera- 
tions; that the interest of the younger was an interest in it 
such as it was at that tinme; that the dust which had accu- 
mulated on, and adhered to it, had, by the lapse of time, 
been incorporated in, and become part of the picture. They 
even went still further, and insisted that the care and su- 
perintendence of the old butler had also attached to the 
picture when it descended to the sisters, and that his super- 
intenderWe had, in fact, become a constituent part of its iden- 
tity. When urged by the evidence of the manuscript 
(which they were obliged to admit was contpmporaneous 
with the painting of the pictures), and by the fact that nei- 
ther the will of the ancestor nor the manuscript said any- 
thing of the pictures having been entrusted specially 
to the care of the old butler or of his predecessors 
in that office, they replied that these things were 
developernents arising necessarily out of its very na- 
ture as a picture, and which, therefore, when once attached 
to it, became inseparable from it. And they prayed that the 
younger sister might bring back the picture to be again en- 
trusted to the care of the old butler, who would carefully 
restore all the dutst which had been so improperly removed. 

To these arguments the counsel for the younger sister re- 
plied, that as the sisters were co-heiresses, thA younger sis- 
ter had equal rights with the elder over the pictures, and 
as this particular picture had been allotted as her 
share, she had clearly a right to deal with it as she pleased 
-that even if the court were of opinion that she had not 
such an exclusive power over the picture, still, before 
granting any such order as was prayed, it must be deter- 
mined whether the picture, in its present state of cleanli- 
ness and restoration, be the original picture or not. For as 
the other side had avowed their intention of restoring the 
dust, she, as equally interested with her sister, had clearly a 
right to have the identity of the picture ascertained ; and, as 
the manuscript showed clearly, that, in its present state, it 
corresponded with the description of it as it was when ori- 
ginally painted, it would be manifestly unjust to compel a 
restoration of it to that state which rendered it impossible 
to discover its identity 

witi 
the description in the manu- 

script. They also argued, that all the arguments urged on 
behalf of the elder sister were equally strong in favour of 
the right of the younger to demand the production of the 
picture, still in the possession of the elder, in order to have 
the same cleaning process applied to it, as had already 
proved so successful in the case of the other picture. And 
they concluded by praying that this should he done. 

Such were the principal argtunents urged by the opp, 
counscl in this protracted litigation; and as each suic 
ing discussion only leads to the repetition of the same ,c- 
guments, it is hardly possible to expect that the court u ill 
be able to arrive at a speedy conclusion of a cause so ipo- 
tracted in its course. We, therefore, submit the tacts and 
the arguments of counsel to the consideration of our rea- 
ders, and as they have the power of obtaining access to 
the manuscript, and of comparing its description with 
the pictures themselves, we trunst that they will be able to 
arrive at a decision without waiting for the adjudication of 
the court. 

wlics-'ere fonad in the year in which John Earl of Morton 
'afewrd Ziag Johni ft visited Ireland, i. e. 1185. 
hn the Otle far the Translation of the Relivs of SS. 
Patr*ik, CGelnilba, and:Briqid, prited at Pris, in 1620, 
mad Pprihted by Colgah, Messighar and Ussher, a fall 
cconat is given of the discovery in that year, 1185 ; which 

has been abstracted by' Dr. Lanigan, in his Ecclesiastical 
History of Ireland, vol. iv., p. 274, &c., and the substance 
of which is also given to the readers of the Triple Leaf 
(as well as now to those of the Layman), in the passage 
above. 

But the whole account of this marvellous transaction, 
atronised by the Anglo-Norman invader of Down, and 
y the highest authorities of the Church of Rome, was al- 
together ignored by the people of Ireland, who had another 
"Translation" of their own, and either knew nothing about 
the one in Down, or else gave no heed to the attempts made 
to elicit their veneration towards it. Of the native Irish 
"Translation," rather more than 100 years later than the 
Anglo-Roman one, the following notice (copied afterwards, 
almost verbatim, by the Four Masters into their Annals), 
occurs in the Annals of Ulster, at A.D. 1289. [Al. 
1293.] 

" A. D., 1289.-It was revealed to Nicholas MacMolissa, 
coarb of Patrick [i. e., Primate of Armagh], that the relics 
of Patrick, and Columkille, and Bridget, were in Saul of 
St. Patrickf [i. e., Saul, Co. Down], and they were taken 
up byhim, whereupon followed great wonders and miracles; and he placed them honourably if a shrine again." 

In the Irish Annals of the Four Masters, the passage in question reads thus:-- 
"A.D. 1293. C,1rl P4i-1a5, ColulM cilte, 

'1 Bpsibe, bo lolorluccA6 bo Njocol mpac 
tt)aoiwtra (comarbA Parpaycc) bo bel6 1 
Saat41, A rc6ccblhl t14a FeaPra Wn6rta usar 
mvjoplbajle bo bev4af brjb 4b$atal, a3ur 4 
Ccut I Sccmio a1 941 curlbA' 50 botootacb 
,&r ,& batie.'" 

Dr. O'Donovan's note on this passage is well worthy of 
our attention. It runs thus:- 

"It is a very strange fact that the body of St. Patrick, 
the Apostle of Ireland, was said to have been pointed out 
by an angel, at Glastonbury, the year before.--See Ussher's 
Primordia, p. 892. But the most extraordinary circum- 
stances connected with the history of the relies of the Trias 
Thaumaturga is, that the Irish annalists-that is, such as 
wrote in the Irish language [such, in fact,, as were of the 
'mere Irish,' and not of the Anglican 'pale'], do not 
appear to have ever heard of the discovery of them by 
Malachy in 1185, and hence it is but fair to conclude that 
Malachy's dream at Down was got up by the English 
party, in order to add dignityto Down, then in the possession 
of Sir John de Courcy. It is quite evident that the mere 
Irish never heard, or, at least, never believed this story of 
their discovery at Down, in 1185; for, if they had been 
deposited in a costly shrine at Down, in 1185, as stated by 
Giraldus4 it is hard to believe that they would have been 
lost in the course of the next century, so as to make ano- 
ther revelation necessary for their discovery in 1293, when 
it would appear they were under the the earth at Saul, in 
a spot unknown to all except Nicholas Mac Maclisa, the 
Archbishop of Armagh, to whom it was pointed out in a 
vision. It seems, therefore, quite clear that the discovery 
of them at Down, in 1185, was, like the prophecy of 
Merlin, already alluded to under the year 1177, a scheme 
of Sir John de Courcy and his writers, and that their 
discovery at Saul, in 1293, was a counter-scheme of 
Nicholas Mac Maelisa, who was one of the greatest 
-opposers of the English that ever governed the See of 
Armagh. It may, however, have happened that both 
bishops had dreamed of bones, and that hones were found 
in both places."-(Annals of the Four Masters. Note at 
A.D. 1293, pp. 457, 458.) 

VFeelht pr alreafo, 30 clnmse. 
There is certainly a very curious discrepancy between this 

note of Dr. O'l)onIovan's and the specimen of the Triple 
Leaf above given. Both are, alike, from writers be- 
longing to the Cotmmunion of the Church ol 
Rome. The one, however, contains the reflec- 
tions of a careful and learned inquirer into history, while 
the other, although professing to derive its matter "from 
the purest sources," exhibits such extravagant blundering 
in reference to plain facts of well-ascerta ned history, as 
may cause us to feel no surprise at finding him swallow for 
genuine, and circulate for reception among others, the 
fictions contrived among the Anglo-Romish Churchmen 

oa Down, in the 12th century. For what could well lhe mnore 
absurd, than to bring in "the glorious St. Mlachy," te 
have anything to say to a transaction that occurred 3 
years after his death. For, anybody who has paid the leas 
attention to the history of that period (especially one havin1 
access to the "purest sources"), should have been awar 
that the individual known by the name of" St. Malachy, 
(who had been Primate of Ireland, and afterwards Bishop o 
Down), died at Clairvaux, in France, on Nov. 2, 1148 
and that the Malachy, Bishop of Down, and firiend of Johb 
de Courcy, who assisted at the Translation celebrated o 
June 9, 1185, was a wholly different person. 

The case now presented to the reader furnisheSra very instructive illustration of the pumity of thesources, from 
which highly respectable parties in the Church of Rome. 
are c.tent to drawmaterials for feeding and cherishing the 
devotional feelings of members of her communion. The " consoling event" of the Triple Leaf, the wonderful 
miracle which furnished occasion for a special ofice of its 
own in the Ritual of that Church, turns out to be, when ex- 
amined into, " a scheme of Sir John de Courcy and his 
writers ;" a scheme which never took with the Irish people, which none of their writers ever cared to notice in the 
religious Annals of their country (well enough disposed as 
they certainly were, to make mention of all such marvellous 
occurrences generally, when not in some special way distaste- 
ful to their prejudicces and which, finally, "for just 
reasons," we may now safely say, the Church which fostered 
it at the outset has seen it more desirable to efface, if 
possible, from a place in her memorials, than to submit any 
longer to the light of public attention. 

R. K. 

t Sa Is now a small village, abont two miles east of Downpatrick 
The word means a bar; and. probably, it implied, originally (as Dr. 
Lanlgan thlinks), the barn of Dicm, St. Patrick's first convert, after- 
wardas=adsase of t a ehpreh. 

ON THE WORSHIP OF RELIQUES. 

PILM;IraUGES to the shrines in which the bones and other 

reliques ofsaints are said to be preserved, and processions and 
other ceremonies in which they are carried about for the 
edification of the faithful in the Church of Rome, are as- 
strted by that Church to be of great efficacy in promoting 
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devotion, and held byProtestants generally to be a ground- 
less and dangerous superstition. 

The Church of Rome understands by reliques not only 
the bodies or parts of the bodies of the saints, but any 
of those things which belonged to them, such as St. Francis s 
girdle and the like, which are considered blessed, as 
having touched their sanctified bodies, and worthy of reli- 
gious veneration and honour. The Council of Trent, not 
only defends the Church's former practices towards reliques 
and confirms the worship of them, but curses those who 
shall dare to say that such worship is unlawful. The de- 
cree, so far as it relates to this subject, is as fol- 
lows :- 

" The Holy Synod enjoining on all bishops and others 
sustaining the office and charge of teaching, that they es- 
pecially instruct the faithful diligently touching . . . 

... the honor paid to reliques . ..... 
Also, that the holy bodies of holy martyrs, and of 
others now living with Christ, are to be venerated by the 
faithful; through which bodies many benefits are bestowed 
by God on man; so that they who affirm that veneration 
and honour are not due to the reliques of saints ; or that 
those and other sacred monuments are uselessly hononred 
by the faithful; and that the places dedicated to the me- 
mories of the saints are vainly visited for the purpose of 
obtaining their wish, are wholly to be condemned, as the 
Church has already long since condemned, and doth 
now also condemn them." (Sess. 25, 3 Dec., 1563.) 

What we propose at present to enquire is whether this 
worship of reliques has any foundation in Holy Scrip- 
ture, which our readers will observe is always the first 
question in our consideration, though we do not avoid re- 
ferring afterwards to the testimony of the early Fathers, 
as the best witnesses of what was handed down by tradi- 
dition from the time of our Lord and his Apostles. 

Cardinal Bellarmine relies upon several texts of Scrip- 
ture in favour of such worship.* We shall examine them 
one by one. 

The first is Exodus xiii. 19.-" And Moses took 
the bones of Joseph with him, for he had strictly 
sworn the Children of Israel, saying, God will surely 
visityou: and ye shal carry up my bones away hence with 
you." If this text had proceeded to tell us that Joseph's 
bones were carried with them, in order to the Children of 
Israel receiving benefits or blessings from them, or making 
them the objects of religious honour, or with a view to 
having recourse to them for obtaining aid in cases of diffi- 
culty or distress, we would, of course, admit that it would 
afford a striking support of the present practice of the 
Church of Rome, but not one of these things is inti- 
mated or hinted at in the text, which contains merely a 
simple narrative of a matter of fact-viz., that when the 
Children of Israel left the land of Egypt, to seek the Land 
of Promise, accordfng to God's command, Moses obeyed 
the express injunction of Joseph, that his bones should be 
removed also. What the object of Joseph was in this 
matter is not stated by the sacred historian; but we think 
it quite obvious there is no similarity at all between a man's 
body, at his own request, being carried into another country 
to be buried with his kindred, in the country his 
brethren should possess, and the present practice of the 
Church of Rome of separating the remains of their saints, 
and carrying one part of a saint's body to this church and 
another part to another churcht-putting them up in glass- 
cases and shrines-making solemn processions with them 
on occasions of solemnities, and never burying themn at 
all. Joseph's bones were put together into a coffin, in 
Egypt, and, on the departure of the Israelites thence, were 
carried to the Land of Canaan, to be buried there with his 
father, in accordance witha solemn oath made to him, at his 
own desire, while alive; and that is all that can be drawn 
from this passage of Exodus, which affords no countenance 
to the practices it is cited to defend. 

The next passage is from Deuteronomy xxxiv. 6, where 
it is said of God, that "he buried him (Moses) in a valley 
in the land of Moab, over against Beth-peor; but no man 
&moweth of his sepulchre unto this day." 

How Cardinal Bellarmine or any man of common reason 
could consider this text favourable to religious worship of 
reliques, we are at a loss to conceive; for, so far as any in- 
ference can be drawn from it, it appears clearly against it ; 
and the common interpretation of the passage, even among 
the Jewish doctors, as well as others, is the very natural one, 
that God purposely hid the body of Moses, so that "no man 
knoweth of his sepulchre to this day," lest the people of 
Israel should, out of their great love and veneration, to their 
great deliverer from Egyptian bondage, have been led away, 
at sometime or other, to worship his remains with super- 
stitious veneration. So palpable indeed is this, that Bellar- 
mine himself, in chap. iv., p. 308, admits, that it is probable 
(as stated by St. Chrysostom in Hem. 5, in Matthew) that 

the sepulchre of Moses was concealed, lest he sho~dl be' 
worshipped by the Jews as God, and refers to the case of 
the brazen serpent which Hezekiah afterwards destroyed, 
because the people sacrificed or burned incense to it.--2 
Kings ch. 18, as a proof that the danger was a real one, 
though while Moses was living, there was no fear of the 
people either worshipping him or the serpent, he being al- 
ways at hand daily to tell them that there was but one true 
God, and that he (Moses) was only his servant, and the 
brazen-serpent, by looking on which they were cured, was 
not that God, but a symbol only. 

Bellarmine's next Scripture proof is taken from 2 Kings 
xiii. 21, which contains an account (and the only one in 
the whole Bible) of an extraordinary miracle done by the 
Almighty in honour pf the bones of a prophet-the prophet 
Elisha. "1 And it came to pass as they were burying a 
man, that behold they spied a band of men, and they cast 
the man into the sepulchre of Elisha; and when the man 
was cast down, and touched the bones of Elisha, lie revived 
and stood upon his feet." Of course we neither doubt 
the miracle, nor that God honoured the bones of his pro- 
phet Elisha by it, but we neither meet with one word of 
any honour done or commanded to Elisha's bones in 
consequence of this miracle, nor do we find that they were 
taken up and enshrined by the Israelites, nor any proces- 
sions made to them in order to receive any benefits from 
them, notwithstanding so great a miracle as that of re- 
storing a dead man to life, which surely could not have 
failed to be recorded, if any such things had taken place. 

The next text cited is 2 Kings xxiii., 16, 17, 18, where 
Josiah is described as breaking up the sepultdchres, and 
burning the bones of the false prophets upon an idolatrous 
altar, yet c mmanding the bones of the true prophet not to 
be moved, but preserved entire, when the men of the city 
told him it was the sepulchre of the " man of God which 
came from Judah, and proclaimed these things that thou hast 
done against the altar of Bethel." And he said, " let him 
alone, let no man move his bones." What does this prove 
but that the good king Josiah so respected the remains of 
the prophet, that he would not let him be disturbed, but 
left (iuietly in his grave: which seems to be a curious pas- 
sage to be adduced by them, who, instead of letting the 
bodies of good men rest in peace in their graves, have, in 
honour of them, been in the habit of digging them up, and 
then, instead of burying them together again to rest, turn 
them to pecuniary profit, placing an arm here, and a leg 
there, and in another place a piece of the skull, and carrying 
them in procession on occasions from one place to another, 
pretending that they have some signal virtue in them to 
confer benefits or arrest misfortunes, which, if King Josiah 
had thought, he would probably have acted similarly, in- 
stead of merely ordering that the prophets' bones should be 
left undisturbed; which command was obeyed, for the same 
historian adds-" So they let his bones alone with the 
bones of the prophet that came out of Samaria." 

The only remaining text cited by Bellarmine from the 
old Testament is Isaiah xi. 10. Speaking of the Messiah 
Isaiah says, " In that day there shall be a root of Jesse, 
which shall stand for an ensign of the people, to it shall the 
Gentiles seek, and his rest shall be glorious." Bellarmine 
here translates the word (rest) ,mtint "sepulchre," as does 
the Donay version, and supposing that sepulchre were the 
correct translation, which we think it clearly is not,* it ne- 
ver could mean that the sepulchre of stone in which Christ 
lay should be worshipped, but merely by a figurative ex- 
pression was obviously meant to convey that Christ's victory 
over the grave would be glorious, and the cause of salvation 
and deliverance from the power of death and the grave to 
the Gentiles who should believe in Him. 

That none of these texts from the Old Testament prove 
that the worshipping of reliques is proper or justifiable we 
think the candid reader will allow. Whether the learned 
Cardinal is more successful in the authorities he has cited 
from the New Testament we hope to be able to consider in 
our next number. 

* Card. Belhrmine, de Reliq. Sanct. 1. 2. e. 3. tam. ii. p. 804, Colon. Agripp 1615. 
t Feliarmine himself well knew this, for being pressed with 

the difficulty that many of the pretended reliques of saints were and 
must be supposititious, because so many reliques of the same kind 
are found, that either the same saint must have had many bodies, or 
many of the reliquee must be false (p. 3u3) he replies, that parts of the 
*me bodies were in varionus places, but the whole was named from the part -as St. Basil writes in his oration on the Forty Martyrs, who 
were then spoken of as whole (toti) in various cities, because each city 
MAs apart of themnn and as The4lodoret also, in his Eighth Book de 
Martyribms, says, " the bodies of martyrs were rarely found whole in 
any one monument, but are divided, and distributed in various places. 
'0a6 .) 

THE TALK OF THE ROAD.-No. XIII. 
"Well, Jem, did you get the book about the Scapular ?" 
"' Deed then I did, Pat, and here it is," sail Jmni, tak- 

ing the book out of his pocket, as they met on the road. 
"Well, and is it like the Bible at all ?" said Pat. 
"Why then, said Jem, ",if there's two books in the 

world that isn't like each other one bit, it's this book and 
the Bible; and more foreby, if this book is true, I don't 
see what call there is for the Bible at all; for sure enough, 
its a deal easier to be saved by this book and the Blessed 
Virgin, than it is to be saved by Jesus Christ and the Bible 
-that is, barring it isn't all a lie about the Scapular. But 
I'm thinking, if the Bible is true, it will go hard with 
poor Judy and them that trusts in this book." 

" Well, what is it all about ?" said Pat. 

"Why, first and foremost," said Jem, "it tells as how 
the order of Carmelites was founded by Elijah the prophet, 
on Mount Carmel; and it tells how he was upon the moan- 
tain nine hundred years and more before our Savioar was 
born, and he seen a little. cloud as big as his hand coming 
up out of the sea, and that was the Blessed Virgin herself! 
no less, and so then he set up the Carmelites in honour 
of her, and it tells the place in the Bible where to find it, 
(Srd Book of Kings, ch. xviii., v. 42, &c., Douay Bible; 
1st Book, authorized version), and sure enough, when I 
went to look for it, Elijah was there, and saw the little 
cloud, butsnot one word good or bad about the Blessed 
Virgin, nor the order of Carmelites neither." 

" Well, well," said Pat, " was these Carmelites nine- 
hundred years before our Saviour was born, and were they 
Christians then ?" 

"Why the book makes it out they're'that old," said Jem; 
" and that they took up with the Blessed Virgin as soon 
as she was born, and that she was mighty fond of them, 
and gave them the Scapular herself. But ' deed she was in 
no hurry to give it to them, for she didn't give it to aem 
for more nor twelve hundred years after that again"' 

" And how could that be, at all, at all," said Pat; " sure 
she must have been dead before that, anyway." 

" Why, here's the story," said Jem, (page 31). " There 
was one Simon Stock, that lived in England, and a quare 
way he got his name, for he ran away into the woods when 
he was twelve years old, and lived in a hollow tree for 
twenty years, and he lived on the roots he scraped tp, only 
when a dog brought him bread in his mouth on the festival 
days; atnd the Blessed Virgin would be coming to himh 
often ; and it so fell out that was the time that the Carmel- 
ites was turned out of Mount Carmel. So the Blessed 
Virgin told one day they were coming that way, ana that 
he'd be a Carmelite; andt so when they come, he joined 
them, and was the greatest man that ever they had." 

S"Well, and did she give him the Scapular then," said 
Pat. 

" Not that time," said Jem; but when he was near dy- 
ing, and thinking what would the Carmelites do without 
hinm, he went to the Blessed Virgin and told her all about 
it, and how all the Popes had confirmed the order, and all 
they had done for it. And so one day she come to him, 
just dressed the way she would be in heaven, and thousands 
of angels with her, and the Scapular ready in her hand; 
and she says to him, see, here's the very words in the 
book, (p. 34), ' Receive, most beloved son (says she) the 
Sca~pular of thy order, a sign of imy contraternity, a 
privilege both to therm and to all Carmelites, in which 
he that dieth shall n,:t suffer eternal fire; behold the 
sign of salvation, a safeguard in danger, the covenant oj 
peace and everlasting alliance.' And then.she just gives 
it inta his hand, anid was gone in a minute; and see, 
here's the very day, and itmarked, the 16th ofJuly 1251." 

"Well, I wonder did all that happen," says Pat. 

" Well, I'm thinking" said Jem, " if the Blessed Virgin 
was so fond of the Carmelites for 1250 years before, and if 
the scapular was so good for them, would she nevergive it 
to them before ? Why wouldn't she give it to them when 
she was visiting them so often on Mount Carmel, at the 
time when our blessed Saviour was born ? Why would 
she leave them without it so long, and they so fond of her, 
and she so fond of them ?" 

" There's reason in that any way," said Pat; " and how- 
somever it isn't the ould religion. Why, sure, the scapular 
isn't more nor six hundred years old yet, even by the 
book's story; and don't the Catholics cry out on the Pro- 
testants, because everything in their religion isn't as old as 
the apostles?" 

" Well," says Jem, ' I think there's a better way still to 
see if the story is true." 

" Aad how's that ?" said Pat. 
" Why," said Jem, "just to see how we are to be saved 

by the scapular, and how that fits with our being saved by 
Jesus Christ thie way the Bible tells us; for if the two 
doesn't fit, its reason that only one ot them can be true." 

'" Well, I'll stand to that," said Pat, "and how does the 
book say the scaptdar saves us ?" 

"Why, first of all," said Jem, "the book says it is a 
grand thing for people to be joined in societies, because 
then every one in thie society gets a share in all the prayers, 
and sacrifices, fastings, alms, and mortifications, and of 
all the good works of all the rest." (Preface, p. 1.) 

And then Pat scratched his head for a minute, and eaid 
he, "and whose the gainer by that I wonder, or whose the 
loser ? why there wont be more good works among them 
after all; and how will they divide? If every man gets 
his own (and that's the fairest) I don't see the gain at alL 
And if they get share and share alike, why them that does 
the most is the losers; and them that does nothing is the 
gainers. Sure enough there was short commons here in 
the faminme; but if every one, big and little in the parish, 
had heromught all they hadl together to eat it at wonst, sure it 
wouldn't go farther ' And if all the'boys in the parish was 
working at task work, and all in under one, to divide 
all the earnings among them, I'm thinking maybe its less 
work would be done, for all the lazy fellows would be 
saving themselves, to get their share of the work, and they 
doing nothing, So I don't see the good of chubbig all 
together no ways." 

"Well, that's like enough, Pat," said Jem, "I drat see uo 
great good in it so far; but, then, there's more abitstill: 
sure the hook says that Pope Clement VII. hastgiv~n the 

'* The 'Hebrew word, whicht Bcllarmine, following the valgate, 
translates "-epulchre" is ,iMnk. This word occurs 21 times in 
the Old Testament. In 15 of these passages it is translated by the 
vulgate " requies,' or rest; and in no one other passage, except this 
one of Isaiah xi. 10t, do they render-it "sepulchre. 'iuch a traUnsa- 
tion, indeed, would mase sheer nonsense of sonme of the texts In which 
the word occurs. Take, for example, Psalm cxxxii (exxxi Douay) 
in the 8th verse, "'Arise, 0 Lord, into thy "' seplshre." thou and the 
ark which thon hast sanctified '" or, again, the 14th verse- of the same 
Psalm, "This Is liy szpdsicre for ever and ever ; here will 1 dwell, 
for I have chosen it." -ce conclude, therehore, that the proper trans- 
lation of ialiah xl. 10 is that of the authorized version-" Ils :rrst shall be glorious. ' 
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